Note by the British Embassy in Paris on French policy towards WEU (19
February 1969)

Caption: On 19 February 1969, Leslie Fielding, a British diplomat at the United Kingdom’s Embassy in Paris,
sends a note to the Foreign Office in London giving details of a conversation with Luc de Nanteuil, Deputy
Director for Middle East Affairs at the French Foreign Ministry, regarding France’s policy towards Western
European Union (WEU), especially concerning Middle East issues. The note throws an interesting light on the
development of the French attitude over the recent WEU meeting in London on 14 February.
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1 am recording below a conversation which I had yesterday with
M. Luc de Na teuil, the Deputy Director for Middle East Affairs at
the Quai d'Orsay, which suggests that the division of opinion which
had formerly obtained within the French Government in regard to the
Middle East msy now to some extent be extended to Furopean affalrs.

2., As we know, there has been a distinct cleavage between the
French President and his Foreign Minister about how to handle the
Soviet Memorandum on the Middle East. Our prinelpal source of
information on this has been Nanteull whom I happehn to know well
socially. Nanteuil has been for ssveral years an unrewarding and
even a relatively ill-disposed and prickly contact of this Chancery
who suddenly sprang into animation a month or two ago., He is &
complex personality, but the immediate twin stimuli which appear to
have galvanised him are first a certein esteem for Israel and second
the sentiment that to lend whole-hearted support to current Gaullist
poliey in the Middle East would be to dishonour his {ancient and

distinguished) family escutchson,

3« Nanteuil summoned me to the Quai 4'Orsay W on
18 Pebruary to engquire, as he put it, whether our role in the
current crisis in W.,E.U. was dictated on our part exclusively by
considerations of Turopean policy or whether there was not alse in
it an element of concern for the Hiddle East situation. I agreed
that we had all along geanulnely desired an exchange of views with
our Fureopean partners on the substance of the Hiddle Hast as a
prelude to the consultaticns shortly to take place in New York &

! between the Great Fowers. This had been made perfectly clear
to Nanteull as long ago as 24 Jenuary at the Anglo/French talke in
London on the Middle East. Sinece M, de Lipkowskl had taken the
initiative at Luxembourg to stimulate ministerial discussion then
and there, it had seemed to us matural to continue diseussion in the
framework of the Councll, this time in greater detail at the level
of Permanent Representatives.

4. DNenteuil said he accepted this explanation and that he, for his
part, deplored the row which the French Government had stirred up
over the Council's meeting in London laet Friday. As he explained to

Af the Secretary of State were to link British accep af the
‘rench proposel for four power consultations “gigm mm’ﬂ
ilable by him (Bmﬂi with European Ambassadors, this might

Arthur in London last month, he and Lebel had been much worried that,
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chickens had subseguently come home to roost after the Luxembourg
ministerial meeting when the French hﬂmmt had had to consider

what position they should adopt towards the osed meeting of the
W.E.U. Permanent Council, Given the fact 'hhl nm st had
by then already been discussed at ministerial level had
not been very enthusiastic that it should be m‘ nt

mhh;

level; htmwnmnﬁmﬂthmw tough line
mwwmmmmmmnm“lmm
According to Nanteuil, Couve de Nurville had intervened powerfully
with ﬁem-:t de Gaulle, partly because he (Couve) was as bitterly
opposed as ever to anything which could bring Britain closer
towards entry into mnm Community, but also because Couve
suspected that D was being "soft", huih towards use (see below)
un over the Arah/Israel dispute, and ssw this as an opportuni ty

to go behind the back of his colleague "pgup lul crsser les pattes"

5. Nanteulll!then went on to repeat, what se it happrens he had
urged on me last month, that M. Bﬂr% wag not h;plmahlr oprosed to
British entry into Eurepe ss had been his predecessor. Debré was,
in fact, in two minds: on the anahnnd his instinet drove him tﬁ
wish to collaborate more ulunl.v with us %h on the other hend he was
afraid to stick his neck bo . Tf

f his own domestic p‘nli
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